Objectives. The purpose of this study was to devise and test a conceptual model that explains how neighborhood quality, fear of crime, and received emotional support affect an elderly person's expectations of future assistance should the need arise (i.e., anticipated support).
D
URING the past several decades, a vast literature has developed on social support in later life. So far, most of this research has focused on the relationship between social support, health, and well-being. Taken as a whole, this work suggests that elders who are embedded in active social networks tend to have better physical and mental health than older adults who are less involved with other people (see George, 1996; House, Landis, & Umberson, 1988; Kaplan, Gassel, & Gore, 1977; Krause, 1997; Shye, Mullooly, Freeborn, & Pope, 1995) .
As the literature evolves, it is becoming increasingly evident that social support is a multidimensional construct that can be measured in various ways. Barrera's (1986) distinction among three informal social support measures succinctly captures this multidimensionality: measures of social embeddedness (e.g., the frequency of contact with others); received support (e.g., the amount of tangible help others actually provide); and perceived support (e.g., subjective evaluations of supportive exchanges, such as satisfaction with support and expectations of future support). Most research on social support in late life has been concerned with the effects of social embeddedness and received support, whereas less attention has been given to perceived support. Nonetheless, studies increasingly suggest that perceived support may have a stronger effect on health and well-being than the other types of social support measures (Krause, 1997; Krause, Liang, & Gu, 1998; Wethington & Kessler, 1986) . This is especially true of anticipated support, which is defined as the belief that others will provide assistance in the future should the need arise (Wethington & Kessler, 1986) .
Unfortunately, very little is known about how feelings of anticipated support develop. Most discussions of the origins of anticipated support have been dominated by psychologists, who often view it as a personality trait (see Lakey, Moineau, & Drew, 1992; Sarason, Sarason, & Pierce, 1994) . Others maintain that the amount of assistance received in the past shapes perceptions of support availability in the future (Wethington & Kessler, 1986) . Although this makes sense intuitively, this proposition fails to do justice to the complex processes that are at work. The purpose of the present study is to address this gap in the knowledge base by evaluating the interface between received and anticipated support. In the process of doing so, we try to infuse research on this issue with a more sociological perspective. In particular, we develop and empirically evaluate a conceptual model that elaborates and extends the following basic process: (1) living alone, as well as the physical and psychological characteristics of the surrounding neighborhood environment (i.e., deterioration and the fear of crime), influence the amount of support others provide; and (2) the amount of help social network members give, in turn, influences anticipated support beliefs.
The discussion that follows is divided into three sections. First, the theoretical foundation for the study is developed. Following this, the study sample and measures are presented. Finally, the results, which are based on a nationwide sample of older adults, are reviewed and discussed.
THEORETICAL FOUNDATION
The theoretical rationale described in this article begins with a discussion of why living alone and the wider neigh-
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borhood environment may influence the amount of social support older adults receive. We then introduce a conceptual model that elaborates on these relationships. In the process, an effort is made to identify the best data analytic strategy for empirically evaluating the emerging conceptual model.
There are three reasons why residing with others may influence an elder's opportunities to receive support. The first is related to the ability of significant others to detect whether assistance is needed. Stated simply, problems requiring the assistance of others are more likely to be visible when potential support providers reside with an elder in need (Eckenrode & Wethington, 1990) . Moreover, because problems sometimes affect all members of a household, having someone present who shares them creates the opportunity for understanding, empathy, and mutual aide.
Second, elders who live alone often must solicit support overtly by making explicit requests for assistance. In their cogent discussion of support mobilization, Eckenrode and Wethington (1990) provide compelling evidence of why more overt forms of help-seeking may be disadvantageous. They argue that when problems arise, seeking assistance from others frequently carries ego-relevant costs, including feelings of vulnerability, weakness, and personal failure arising from the inability to take care of problems on one's own. These costs are important because a number of studies suggest that the current cohort of older adults highly values autonomy and independence, and strives to resolve difficulties without the help of others (Lee, 1985) .
Those who reside with others may be able to avoid many of the problems associated with overt help-seeking because their coresidents can provide assistance almost automatically. In particular, household residents often provide "invisible support" (Kessler, 1992) . That is, they frequently assist each other in the course of performing daily activities without the recipient being fully aware that the exchange process is taking place.
The third reason why residing with others is associated with social support is related to the nature of the social networks that people living alone maintain. Research indicates that elders who live alone tend to have networks that are disproportionately composed of friends rather than kin (Alwin, Converse, & Martin, 1985; Hughes & Gove, 1981; Litwak, 1985) . Network composition is important to consider because friendship ties are typically voluntary in nature whereas relations with kin are more obligatory. Consequently, when problems arise, friends may feel less obligated to provide assistance, especially if doing so requires an extensive amount of effort or time (Litwak, 1985) .
Accessibility of network members and the amount of inconvenience associated with providing support is likely to be more of an issue if the potential recipient's neighborhood is not structurally or psychologically conducive to establishing face-to-face contact. The ease or difficulty of obtaining visual contact is relevant because researchers suggest that although support can be provided by telephone or letter, face-to-face contact is associated with greater perceived availability and adequacy of support (Seeman & Berkman, 1988; Wellman et al., 1973) . For older adults who live alone to receive this visual contact, they must leave their home or network members must come to them.
Either way, the recipient's residential neighborhood must be crossed.
Consequently, it is important to recognize that coresidential status represents only one proximal dimension of the living environment. A central premise in this study is that the effects of living alone are embedded in a wider neighborhood context. Therefore, a more complete understanding of the factors that influence social support in later life requires that more distal neighborhood characteristics be taken into account as well.
A small but important cluster of studies suggests that the physical characteristics of the neighborhood environment may influence the social ties of local residents (Kennedy & Silverman, 1985; Krause, 1993; Lawton, 1980) . There are at least three ways this may take place. First, Carp (1971) suggests that the presence and quality of structures that regulate the flow of people, such as stairs and sidewalks, influence the degree to which they are used. As a result, poor maintenance of neighborhood structures may create physical barriers that inhibit social contact. In particular, older residents and their network members may not feel confident enough to negotiate broken stairs, poorly lit hallways, and uneven sidewalks in order to visit each other (Caspi, Bolger, & Eckenrode, 1987) .
Second, as Graig (1993) argues, the physical environment transmits symbolic messages that the average person reads like a lexicon. These meanings may, in turn, pose as a psychological barrier that affects the frequency of social interactions. The work of Schorr (1970) helps show why this is the case. He suggests that housing represents an extension of the self, thereby making a statement to others about the nature or character of the resident. When buildings are run down and dilapidated, the images that are conveyed rarely invite intimate interactions or the formation of close relationships.
Finally, neighborhood conditions can influence social ties of residents through their effects on another psychological barrier, fear of crime. Some scholars have proposed the incivility hypothesis as an explanation of how the physical environment affects the fear of crime (Burby & Rohe, 1989; Lewis & Maxfield, 1980; Lewis & Salem, 1986) . Specifically, evidences of disorder (or incivility) in the environment, such as abandoned buildings, graffiti, and broken or barricaded windows, are cues to some people that the area may be dangerous (Ferraro, 1995; LaGrange, Ferraro, & Supancic, 1992; Rohe & Burby, 1988) . A number of researchers argue that incivility is a stronger predictor of fear of crime than criminal activity or victimization because signs of disorder are persistent, frequently observed phenomena whereas people rarely witness crime (Akers, LaGreca, Sellers, & Cochran, 1987; Ferraro, 1995; LaGrange et al., 1992; Lewis & Salem, 1986; Skogan & Maxfield, 1981) . Moreover, neither being the victim of a crime nor knowing someone who has been victimized sufficiently accounts for the currently high levels of fear among elders (Akers et al., 1987; Kleinman & David, 1973; Ward, LaGory, & Sherman, 1986) .
The fear of crime is important because there is evidence that it may be linked to the amount of support people receive. Previous research has shown that fear of crime de-marcates boundaries for activities (Ferraro, 1995; Lewis & Salem, 1986; Rohe & Burby, 1988; Ward, LaGory, & Sherman, 1988) . Specifically, if individuals define a neighborhood to be unsafe, they tend to adjust the type of interactions they have in the area (e.g., going out only when necessary or walking with a friend; Ferraro, 1995; Hindelang, Gottfredson, & Garafalo, 1978) . Moreover, the literature does show that many adults restrict their outdoor activities in response to fear (Bazargan, 1994; Liska, Sanchirico, & Reed, 1988) . At the extreme, this avoidance behavior may result in social isolation. In fact, research indicates that the fear of crime is so great among older people that many live in a virtual state of "self-imposed house arrest" (Dowd, Sisson, & Kern, 1981, p. 351) . Nonetheless, even if people only partially restrict their outdoor activities in response to their fear of crime, they still have fewer opportunities than those with lower levels of fear to establish the face-to-face contact that appears to be so important to receiving support.
The literature reviewed up to this point suggests that living alone and the characteristics of the residential neighborhood (i.e., deterioration and fear of crime) may act in tandem to influence the amount of assistance actually provided to older adults, which, in turn, shapes expectations of support in the future. However, care must be taken to correctly specify the functional form of this relationship. Stated in statistical terms, there should be an interaction effect between whether the individual lives alone and neighborhood characteristics on social support in late life. In particular, elders who live alone in deteriorated neighborhoods may get less support than older adults who live with others in dilapidated neighborhoods.
Although there are a number of ways to estimate statistical interaction effects, a subgroup approach is utilized in the present study. This means that the impact of the neighborhood environment on received and anticipated support is evaluated in two groups: elders who reside with others and those who live alone. The conceptual model shown in Figure 1 is then estimated within each group and, therefore, a measure of whether the respondent lives alone is not explicitly depicted. Before turning to the specific propositions implicit in this model, it is important to point out that the relationships among the constructs are estimated after the effects of age, gender, and education have been controlled statistically.
Although a number of hypotheses are embedded in Figure 1 , the following conceptual sequence captures the theoretical rationale that has been developed up to this point: (1) the neighborhood environment shapes the fear of crime; (2) perceptions of crime, in turn, influence the amount of received support; and (3) the amount of assistance provided by others affects expectations for getting additional support in the future (i.e., anticipated support). Throughout the discussion that follows, an emphasis is placed on specifying why the relationships captured in these propositions should differ for those who do and do not live alone.
Neighborhood Conditions and Fear of Crime
As mentioned earlier, dilapidated neighborhood conditions heighten one's fear of crime (Lewis & Maxfield, 1980; Lewis & Salem, 1986; Rohe & Burby, 1988) . Researchers have found that people who live alone report more fear of crime occurring inside their homes than those who live with others (Braungart, Braungart, & Hoyer, 1980; Kennedy & Silverman, 1985) . Living with someone probably makes a person feel safer at home because having a coresident increases the likelihood that immediate assistance will be available if a crime is committed inside the home. In addition, this greater sense of security among those who live with others appears to permeate beyond the home because they report less fear of crime outside the home than their counterparts (Braungart et al., 1980; Kennedy & Silverman, 1985) .
Fear of Crime and Received Support
When older adults live alone, the external environment is more likely to influence the helping process because they may be required to go outside of their home to obtain assistance. If an elderly person is fearful of crime, he or she may be less inclined to risk such an excursion. In contrast, those who reside with others have a readily available helping source that can be reached without venturing into the neighborhood. Consequently, the fear of crime should exert a greater effect on received support among elders who live alone than older adults who live with others.
Received and Anticipated Support
As noted earlier, there is still a great deal of debate about whether and to what degree support received in the past shapes expectations of support in the future. Based on the work of Wethington and Kessler (1986) , we assume that received support has a direct and positive effect on anticipated support. More importantly, however, a significant difference in this relationship is expected by coresidential status. Because elders who live alone do not have access to the automatic or "invisible" support of coresidents, they may be more cognizant of the helping process when it takes place. This realization should foster a greater appreciation of others as well as a heightened awareness of their dependence on them. Consequently, when help is given to those who live alone, it may play a more pronounced role in shaping their expectations of getting additional support in the future.
METHODS
Sample
The study population comprised a nationally representative sample of noninstitutionalized, English speaking, retired adults between 65 and 99 years of age or older living in the contiguous United States in 1992. The sample was drawn using a three-stage process. First, a random sample of 5% of the names on the Health Care Finance Administration (HCFA) Medicare Beneficiary Eligibility List was selected. Second, 110 counties in the United States (excluding Alaska and Hawaii) were chosen as primary sampling units (PSUs), with the probability in proportion to the number of retired residents 65 years of age and older. Finally, 10 eligible people were selected randomly within each PSU. However, because some counties contained a disproportionate number of eligible persons, they were oversampled (Krause, 1994) . Eligible respondents were screened out if they worked for pay or if they were unsure whether they worked for pay.
Interviews were conducted by Louis Harris and Associates in New York between October 1992 and February 1993. The 1,103 completed interviews lasted approximately 68 minutes each. The response rate for the entire sample was 69.1% (Krause, 1994) . After taking item nonresponse into account, complete data were available for 898 study participants. Approximately 71% of the sample lived with others (84% of whom lived with their spouse); 59.5% were women; 92.8% were White, not of Hispanic origin; the average age was 74.2 years (SD = 6.6) and the average educational level was 11.5 years (SD = 3.5 years). Table 1 lists the descriptive statistics and response options for the observed indicators used to measure the latent constructs depicted in Figure 1 .
Measures
Neighborhood deterioration.-Neighborhood deterioration is operationalized as the physical condition of the immediate residential area outside the respondents' homes. Interviewers rated the quality of the neighborhood on two sets of characteristics: (a) the condition of other houses and buildings in the neighborhood, and the condition of the sidewalks and yards in front of the structures on the respondent's block; and (b) the quality of the air, and the amount of noise (i.e., traffic, airplanes). A high score denotes greater neighborhood deterioration. Preliminary analysis (not shown) revealed that the measurement error terms between the condition of other buildings and sidewalks, and between the quality of air and amount of noise are significantly correlated. The substantive rationale for these associations is that the first set of indicators represents the structural integrity of the neighborhood whereas the latter set is an indication of more macro-level environmental conditions in the neighborhood.
Fear of crime.-Three items related to fear of crime in the residential neighborhood are assessed. Respondents were asked whether they feel safe walking around their neighborhood at night, how safe and secure they feel when they are at home at night, and how they describe safety from crime in their neighborhood. High scores indicate greater fear of crime.
Received emotional support.-Received emotional support was selected instead of other received support measures because research shows: (a) the different types of support are highly intercorrelated (see House, Kahn, McLeod, & Williams, 1985 for review), and (b) it is the most common type of support that older adults receive (Krause & Markides, 1990) . Three observed indicators measure received emotional support. As shown in Table 1 , these items asked how frequently someone showed physical affection, someone listened to the respondent, and expressed interest or concern in the respondent's well-being. High values are associated with receiving emotional support more frequently.
Anticipated support.-Three items based on the work of Liang (1990) assess anticipated support. These questions determined whether respondents believed that someone would give them tangible, emotional, and informational assistance in the future if it was needed. Responses are scored so that a high value indicates greater anticipated support.
Exogenous control variables.-Three demographic variables are controlled for in the conceptual model-age, gender, and education. These measures were selected because research with older adults has shown that social support is positively associated with high education, being a woman, and younger age (see Antonucci, 1985 , for a review). Age is scored as a continuous variable. Gender is coded 1 for men and 0 for women. Educational attainment is scored in a continuous format reflecting the total number of years of school completed. .86
"These items are coded in the following manner: excellent (1), good (2), fair (3), poor (4). This item is coded in the following manner: yes (1), safe in some areas but not safe in others (2), no (3). This item is coded in the following manner: very safe (1), somewhat safe (2), not at all safe (3). These items are coded in the following manner: never/did not need or want (1), once in a while (2), fairly often (3), very often (4). These items are coded in the following manner: not at all (1), a little (2), some (3), a great deal (4).
Data Analysis Issues
The conceptual model presented in Figure 1 is tested using the latent variable modeling technique and maximum likelihood estimation in LISREL 8 (Jb'reskog & Sbrbem, 1993) . To test for the presence of statistical interaction effects, the model is estimated simultaneously for older adults who live alone and those who live with others. Table  2 contains results from a series of nested models that impose equality constraints on selected parameters across subgroups. These tests are important because they evaluate assumptions in the measurement model as well as subgroup differences in the relationships among the latent constructs. Changes in chi-square and other select fit measures are used to determine whether statistically significant differences exist between subgroups. If the estimates are similar between groups, the equivalency constraint is retained in subsequent models.
The first specification listed in Table 2 (Mi) allows all of the parameter estimates to vary freely across subgroups. This model serves as the baseline to test the remaining models listed in Table 2 . The second model (M 2 ) tested whether the factor loadings differ significantly across subgroups whereas specification M 3 determines if a significant difference in the size of all the measurement error terms between subgroups exists. Taken together, models M 2 and M 3 constitute tests of factorial invariance. In particular, these models assess whether the observed indicators measure the same latent constructs and whether the meaning of the items is the same between subgroups.
The fourth model (M 4 ) is the first step in determining whether statistical interaction effects are present in the relationships among the latent constructs depicted in Figure 1 . In this specification, the relationships among the latent variables are constrained simultaneously to be equivalent for older adults who live alone and those who live with others. If the fit of this model to the data is worse than the prior specification (M 2 ), six tests for statistical interactions between the constructs will be conducted (bottom portion of Table 2 ) to determine where differences in parameter estimates reside. For example, specification M 5 assesses whether there are subgroup differences in the relationship between neighborhood deterioration and the fear of crime.
RESULTS
The study findings are reviewed in three sections. Tests of the nested models described in the preceding section are presented first. Second, the psychometric properties of the study measures are discussed. Third, the substantive findings are described. Table 2 summarizes the goodness-of-fit estimates for the nested models used to test the equivalency of selected parameter estimates across subgroups. The most basic sub- "Older adults who live with others N = 633; Older adults who live alone N = 265. "Goodness-of-Fit Index (GFI) (Joreskog & Sorbem, 1988) . Normed Fit Index (NFI) (Bentler & Bonett, 1980) . d Tucker-Lewis Coefficient (Tucker & Lewis, 1973 ).
Goodness-of-Fit
•Nonnormed Fit Index (NNFI) (Bollen, 1989) . **/?<.01 ;***p<.001. stantive model is specification Mi, which allows all of the parameter estimates to vary between the living alone and the living with others subgroups. The data in Table 2 indicate that the fit of the model is adequate. Although the goodnessof-fit index (GFT) (.881) is only marginally close to the ideal value of 1.0, the Bentler-Bonett (1980) Normed Fit Index (.916) exceeds the recommended value of .900 and both the Tucker-Lewis (1973) (.909 ) and Bollen's (1989) nonnormed fit index (.937) are reasonably close to the target value of 1.0.
Comparing the fit of specification M 2 with Mi assesses whether all of the factor loadings are equivalent between groups. As shown in Table 2 , based on the change in chisquare (cf. Sorbem, 1979) , the fit of model M 2 is significantly worse than specification Mi at the .01 level (x 2 change = 27.737 with 9 degrees of freedom). However, the magnitude of the Bentler-Bonett NFI changed only by 0.3%. This finding, coupled with the similarity in the substantive findings when the factor loadings are allowed to vary between groups (analyses not shown), led us to retain the equivalency constraints among the factor loadings for the remainder of the analyses.
Although only minor differences in the factor loadings are observed between groups, the same conclusion does not hold for the measurement error terms (see M 3 ). That is, the fit of specification M 3 is significantly worse than the fit of M 2 (x 2 change = 58.449 with 15 degrees of freedom, p < .001; change in Bentler-Bonett NFI = .88%). Because the measurement error terms are not similar between groups, subsequent tests of the substantive relationships among the latent constructs are based on only partial measurement invariance between groups.
Comparing specification M 4 to M 2 reveals that there is a substantial change in the chi-square value when all of the structural equation parameter estimates are constrained to be equal for older adults who live alone and those who live with others (x 2 change = 27.879 with 6 degrees of freedom, p < .001). In other words, at least one of the substantive relationships depicted in Figure 1 differs significantly between subgroups.
Specifications M 5 through Mio are estimated to find out where specific differences between elders who live alone and those who live with others exist. Subgroup differences emerged in two of the six relationships. Instead of reviewing the findings from each test, we focus on the end-point in the series of nested tests for subgroup differences, model M 9 . The goodness-of-fit measures indicate that the fit of this model is adequate. The fit measures are moderately close to their recommended target values (see Table 2 ). However, before interpreting the substantive findings, it is important to first evaluate the psychometric properties of the study measures.
Psychometric Properties of the Observed Indicators
The standardized factor loadings and the measurement error terms associated with the observed indicators are presented in Table 3 . These parameter estimates were taken from the within-group completely standardized solution provided by the LISREL 8 statistical software program (Joreskog & Sorbem, 1993) . Researchers have tended to agree that factor loadings greater than .400 indicate adequate reliability and validity (e.g., Liang, 1986) . The items used in this study have factor loadings ranging from .620 to .902, which suggests they have acceptable psychometric properties.
Substantive Findings
The substantive findings from specification M 9 are presented in Table 4 . Three coefficients are provided to facilitate within-and between-group comparisons. The first two are standardized regression coefficients, and the third is an unstandardized regression coefficient. The first standardized coefficient is a common metric estimate. It allows the magnitude of effects for older adults who live alone and those who live with others to be compared because the "Standardized factor loading from the within group completely standardized solution. All factor loadings are significant at the .001 level.
•"Measurement error terms from the within group completely standardized solution. Measurement error terms are significant at the .001 level. "Metric (unstandardized) factor loading. Metric factor loadings are constrained to be equivalent across groups. standardized effects in both groups are computed with common or pooled variances. The second coefficient listed in Table 4 is the within-group completely standardized coefficient. It is scaled separately to the metric of each group. This estimate allows the differential effects of the latent constructs within each subgroup to be examined.
To simplify the presentation, the results are reviewed in two sections. First, the effects of neighborhood deterioration and fear of crime on received emotional support are examined. Second, the impact of the study measures on anticipated support are presented.
Neighborhood deterioration, fear of crime, and received emotional support.-As shown in Table 4 , the fear of crime is greater among elders in run-down neighborhoods than among older adults who do not live in dilapidated neighborhoods ((3 = .508, p < .001). However, the test of Model M 5 (see Table 2 ) suggests that this relationship does not differ significantly between those who do and do not live alone.
Even so, evidence that living with others is important in the social support process emerges in the next linkage in the conceptual model. In particular, the data suggest that the fear of crime is, in turn, negatively related to the amount of emotional support received by elders who live alone (P = -.291, p < .001), but not those who reside with others (P = -.010, not significant). Moreover, as the equivalency test in M 8 reveals, the difference in the size of these estimates between groups is significant at the .01 level.
These findings suggest that for elders who live alone, neighborhood deterioration exerts a statistically significant indirect effect on received emotional support that operates through fear of crime. This hypothesis is supported by the results presented in Table 5 , which lists the within-group direct, indirect, and total effects. Specifically, the indirect effect of neighborhood deterioration through fear of crime on received emotional support is significant at the .001 level for older adults who live alone (standardized indirect effect = -.144), but not for those who live with others (standardized indirect effect = -.005, not significant).
Correlates of anticipated support.-Consistent with the sociological view discussed above, the data in Table 4 sug-gest that older adults who received emotional support from others are more likely to believe that assistance will be available to them in the future if need be. Although the relationship between received and anticipated support is fairly strong for elders who live with others (3 = .411, p < .001), the magnitude of the relationship is even greater for older adults who live alone (P = .672, p < .001; see M.o in Table 2 ).
But merely looking at the direct effect of received on anticipated support fails to do justice to the sociological per- spective. Consistent with the main theoretical thrust of this study, the neighborhood environment and living with others play a role in this process as well. However, the influence of these constructs operates indirectly through the model. In particular, the data in Table 5 suggest that elders who live in deteriorated neighborhoods are less likely than those who live in better maintained neighborhoods to believe that assistance will be forthcoming in the future (standardized total effect = -.141, p < .01). But, there are two important qualifications to this statement. First, 84% of the total effect is attributed to the fact that the influence of the neighborhood environment operates indirectly through the fear of crime (standardized indirect effect = -.118, p < .01). Second, and perhaps most important, the effect of the neighborhood on anticipated support arises only in the subgroup of elders who live alone.
The utility of examining the influence of living with others and the neighborhood is further captured by comparing the proportion of variance explained in anticipated support for each subgroup. Among those who live alone, the conceptual model explains 48% of the variance in anticipated support but only 18% among those who live with others.
DISCUSSION
The purpose of this study was to highlight the roles that the neighborhood environment and living with others play in shaping anticipated support in late life. Viewed broadly, empirical support was found for the following theoretical process: (a) neighborhood deterioration promotes fear of crime; (b) fear of crime decreases the amount of emotional support elderly people receive; and (c) more emotional support, in turn, increases anticipated support. However, some (but not all) of these relationships appear to be influenced by whether the respondent lived alone.
To begin with, living with others does not affect the relationship between neighborhood deterioration and the fear of crime. This finding is noteworthy because it suggests that the presence of coresidents does little to allay feelings of vulnerability associated with living in an unsafe neighborhood. Nevertheless, residing with others comes into play beyond this point. In particular, the data suggest that the fear of crime reduces the amount of emotional support elders who live alone receive, but the same is not true for older adults who reside with others. This is consistent with the notion that those who live with others are more likely to Perhaps the greatest contribution of this study is that it helps anchor key elements in the social support process to the wider social environment. Although the results are suggestive, much more research is needed to develop this perspective. Those wishing to pursue this issue would be well advised to address the limitations inherent in the work presented here. Five shortcomings are discussed below. First, support providers' characteristics were not taken into consideration. Second, variations in coresidents' characteristics could not be accounted for within the living with others subgroup. Third, variations by gender were not taken into account. Fourth, this study focused solely on emotional support. Finally, the data were cross-sectional.
The social support measures used in this study are global indicators that reflect assistance provided by all significant others taken together. Consequently, we could not determine whether the characteristics of social network members influence their ability or willingness to assist. For example, as discussed previously, elders may receive more help from networks comprised primarily of kin because of the obligations surrounding family ties. Similarly, the long-term history of social exchanges may come into play as well. In particular, Antonucci's (1985) "support bank" hypothesis specifies that the considerable effort elders make to rear their children leads them to expect substantial support from their offspring when they reach adulthood. Finally, the physical health limitations of potential help providers as well as their own fear of crime may influence the amount of support provided to and expected by elderly study participants.
It is also important to take the characteristics of coresidents into account. By partitioning our sample into two groups consisting of those who live alone and those who reside with others, it was not possible to tell whether variations in household composition influenced the social support process. For example, one could speculate that elders living with non-kin only may receive less help than if they resided with family members. However, it is possible that the burden of tangible support vis-a-vis living in the adult child's home may erode the emotional support older adults receive in this situation. In this case, living with an adult child may look more like the living alone subgroup with regards to received emotional support. In addition, as with external social network members, the physical health status as well as the relationship of coresidents to the respondent may influence how much assistance they provide.
The literature consistently shows that older women have larger social networks than elderly men and they receive more assistance from others than their male counterparts (e.g., Shye et al, 1995; Vaux, 1985) . Even so, gender differences were not explored in our model. Because women are embedded in more active social networks than men, it is possible that support received by women who live alone closely resembles that of women who live with others. In contrast, living arrangements may create more pronounced differences among men. These, as well as other, potentially important gender differences should be explored in future work.
Another limitation in this study is that the measure of received support focused solely on emotional assistance. Although theoretically meaningful findings emerged from the analyses, we need to know whether other types of support have similar effects. For example, it is important to determine whether tangible and informational support shape expectations of support in the future in the same way as received emotional assistance.
Finally, the data used in this study were gathered at one point in time only. As a result, the temporal ordering among study constructs was based solely on theory. This means that a different causal ordering among study variables could explain the findings presented above. For example, even though our model suggests that received support affects anticipated support, one could easily argue that older adults who expect others to help are more likely to receive assistance from them. It is also possible that an overall skepticism about whether others would assist if the need arose is a precursor or predisposing factor of a heightened fear of crime. Longitudinal data would provide a richer context for examining anticipated support and allow other researchers to evaluate the causal assumptions embedded in our conceptual model.
Although care must be taken in making specific recommendations on the basis of one study, the findings presented here have potentially important implications for designing support-based interventions for older adults. As Sandier, Gersten, Reynolds, Kallgren, and Ramirez (1988) pointed out, one of the most important tasks in devising support interventions is the proper specification of the target group. If the target group is too broad, scarce resources will be spent on those who are not in need of the services. In contrast, if the target group is too narrow, those in need of help may not receive it. By showing that the elders in greatest need of support are those who live alone in deteriorated neighborhoods, the work presented above takes a potentially important step toward meeting the intervention design requirements specified by Sandier and his colleagues.
In conclusion, over a decade ago, Lieberman (1986) argued that the study of social support had become overly "psychologized." This observation laments a significant shift in the literature on social support. In the early formative years of the discipline, sociologists from the "Chicago School" went to great lengths to show how the neighborhood environment shaped the lives of local residents, including their relationships with others (e.g., Faris & Dunham, 1939; Park & Burgess, 1925) . In the ensuing decades, research on social support increasingly took a psychological bent. Although we do not discount the value of viewing social relations from a psychological perspective, our intent has been to show that a good deal can be gained from returning to our sociological heritage, and that the basic tenets of this discipline may be a rich source of insight into the lives of contemporary older adults.
